
Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



Office Action Summary 



Applicant(s) 

STERLING ETAL 



1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 09 March 2004 . 
2aM This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal rm 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1 to 13 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above clalm(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) IE1 Claim(s) 1 to 10 is/are allowed. 
6M Claim(s) 11 to 13 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: ajD accepted or bjD objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121 (d 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acl<now)edgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)n Some * c)U None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

a.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1 . Claims 1 to 10 are allowed. With regards to claim 1 , the Examiner notes that the 
amendment to the claim requiring that the concentration of polyfluoroalkylsiioxane 
through a cross section of the mixture is lower in the interior thereof and higher at the 
surfaces thereof overcomes this rejection. This is consistent with that indicated by the 
Examiner in paragraph 6 of the previous office action. Claim 4 was previously rejected 
over Evans et al. However the Examiner accidentally overlooked the requirement in 
claim 4 that the additive have a lower surface energy than that of the thermoset resin. 
In paragraph 7 of the previous office action the Examiner stated that there is nothing in 
Evan et al. suggesting this limitation. As such the rejection of claim 4 has been with- 
drawn. Claims 11 to 13 remain rejected, however, as noted below. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 11 to 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated Evans etal. 
for reasons of record. 

This rejection is maintained from the previous office action. The Examiner has 
withdrawn the obviousness component of this rejection since the claims no longer 
include copolymers of the polyfluoroalkylsiioxane and component (2) does not include 
the terpolymers in Evans et al. The anticipation rejection is maintained, however, since 
the component E and the composition on columns 6 through 7 meet the instant claims. 
Applicants' response indicates that applicants have amended claim 11 to overcome the 
prior art, but this is not correct. The Examiner did not mistakenly state that claim 1 1 
would be allowed if silanol terminated derivatives was deleted; this is true. Component 
E in Evans et al. is a silanol terminated fluorosilicone. Thus this rejection is maintained. 

This rejection would be overcome if the claims were amended to 1) exclude the 
silanol terminated derivative (as noted in the previous office action) or 2) amended to 
require that the polyfluoroalkylsiioxane have a lower surface energy than the thermoset 
resin (as found in claim 4). 
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4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO IVIONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Margaret G. Moore whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1090. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Wednesday and 
Friday, 1 0am to 4pm. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http:y/pair-direct. uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (BBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) 
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